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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Art Unit: 2157 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 28 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claim the following claims have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Reed et al., U.S Pat. No. 6,345,288 (hereinafter Reed). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Reed discloses a method of operating a telecommunications 
system, comprising sending a first metadata file from a network device to an external 
management system (see col. 8, lines 5-51 ; sending metadata from a consumer to a 
provider); 

generating a first management data file within the network device (col. 8, lines 5- 
51 ; col. 34, lines 55 - 61 ; data objects stored in consumer database); 
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sending the first management data file from the network device to the external 
management system (col. 8, lines 5 -51 , col. 31 , lines 22 - 48, col. 29, lines 62 -64; 
submission or created forms at the consumer to provider); and 

processing the first management data file in accordance with the first metadata 

file (col. 8, lines 5-51 ; col. 28, lines 43 - 51). 

5. Reference to claim 2, Reed teaches the method of claim, wherein the first 
management data file is generated asynchronously with respect to the processing of the 
first management data file (see col. 8, lines 5 -51 ; col. 28, lines 45 - 54, col. 34, lines 
55 - 67, generating asynchronously with processing by provider). 

6. Regarding claim 3, Reed discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the first 
management data file is generated synchronously with respect to the processing of the 
first management data file (see col. 8, lines 5 -51 ; col. 28, lines 45 - 54, col. 34, lines 
55 - 67, generating synchronously with processing by provider). 

7. As to claim 4 the method of claim 1 , Reed teaches wherein the first metadata file 
is a JAVA class file (see col. 35, lines 24 - col. 36, lines 51). 

8. Reference to claim 5, Reed discloses the method of claim 1 wherein sending the 
first metadata file and first management data file from the network device to the external 
management system comprises: 
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sending the first metadata file and first management data file from the network 
device to an external file transfer system (see col. 8, lines 5-51; sending metadata from 
a consumer to a provider). 

9. Regarding claim 6, Reed teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein sending the 
first management data file comprises: executing a file transfer protocol push (See col. 
13, lines 10-51). 

1 0. Reference to claim 7, the method of claim 1 , where sending a first metadata file * 
comprises: executing a file transfer protocol push (See col. 13, lines 10 -51). 

11. As to claim 8, Reed teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
generating a first data summary file corresponding to the first management data 
file; and 

sending the first data summary file to the external management system, wherein 
the first management data file is processed in accordance with both the first data 
summary file and the first metadata file (See col. 34, lines 55 -col. 35, lines 47, menu 
600). 

12. Regarding claim 9, Reed teaches the method of claim 8, wherein sending the 
first data summary file comprises: 
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executing a file transfer protocol push (See col. 13, lines 10-51 and consumer 
operation col. 34). 

1 3. Reference to claim 10, Reed teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
generating a second management data file within the network device (See col. 

34, lines 55 -col. 35, lines 47); 

ending the second management data file from the network device to the external 
management system (See col. 34, lines 55 -col. 35, lines 47); and 

processing the second management data file in accordance with the first 

metadata file (See col. 34, lines 55 -col. 35, lines 47). 

14. Reference to claims 1 1 and 12, these claims have similar limitations as claim 1 , 
and therefore, they are rejected under the same rational. 

1 5. Reference to claim 1 3, Reed teaches the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
adding a hardware module to the network device (adding a hardware module to 

the network device is inherent, see col. 38, lines 40 - 42); 

downloading a second metadata file to the network device corresponding to the 
hardware module (col. 38, lines 4 -20); 

sending the second metadata file from the network device to the external 
management system (col. 8, lines 5 -51); 

generating a second management data file within the network device (col. 8, 

lines 5 - 51 , and col. 34, lines 55 - 61 ); 
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sending the second management data file from the network device to the 
external management system (col. 8, lines 5 -51, col. 31 , lines 22 - 48, col. 29, lines 62 
- 64); and 

processing the second management data file in accordance with the second 
metadata file (col. 8, lines 5 -51 and col. 28, lines 43 - 51 ). 

16. Reference to claim 14, Reed discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
downloading a modified first metadata file to the network device (col. 38, lines 4 - 
20); 

sending the modified first metadata file from the network device to the external 
management system (col. 8, lines 5 -51); 

generating a second management data file within the network device (col. 8, 
lines 5 - 51 , and col. 34, lines 55 - 61 ); 

sending the second management data file from the network device to the 
external management system (col. 8, lines 5 -51, col. 31, lines 22 - 48, col. 29, lines 62 
-64); and 

processing the second management data file in accordance with the second 
metadata file (col. 38, lines 4 - 20). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 15 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reed. 

19. Regarding claims 15-17, Reed does not teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
external management system comprises a data collector, a network management 
server and a billing server. However, it would have been obvious for a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have any type of server in order to 
address the needs of a specific system or operation. 

20. As per claims 1 8 - 28, they do not teach or further define over the limitations 
recited in the rejected claims 1-17. Therefore, claims 18-28 are rejected for the similar 
reasons set forth in claims 1-17, supra . 
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Response to Arguments 

21 . Applicant's arguments filed December 1 , 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

22. In response to Applicant's argument that Reed does not teach "sending metadata 
from a network device to an external management system and sending a management 
file associated with the metadata such that the external device can process the 
management data in accordance with the metadata for managing the device ", the 
Examiner disagrees. Reeds does teach a method of operating a telecommunications 
system, comprising sending a first metadata file from a network device to an external 
management system (see col. 8, lines 5-51; sending metadata from a consumer to a 
provider); generating a first management data file within the network device (col. 8, lines 
5-51; col. 34, lines 55-61; data objects stored in consumer database); sending the first 
management data file from the network device to the external management system (col. 
8, lines 5 -51 , col. 31 , lines 22 - 48, col. 29, lines 62 -64; submission or created forms 
at the consumer to provider); and processing the first management data file in 
accordance with the first metadata file (col. 8, lines 5-51 ; col. 28, lines 43 - 51 ). Claim 
one does not include the limitation of process the management data in accordance with 
the metadata for managing the device . The Applicant argues that the reference fail to 
show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., metadata for managing the device, the external management 
system is utilized to manage the network device, and metadata transferred from a 
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network device to an external management system is related to the management of the 
network device) are not recited in the rejected claim 1 . Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

23. Claims 1 and 18 have similar limitations and the Applicant argues the same 
limitations in claim 18. Therefore, the Examiner asserts the above response of claim 1 
in response to arguments made in regards to claim 18. 

24. In response to the Applicant's arguments in regards to claim 27, the Examiner 
asserts that Reed does disclose a network device (provider computer) including an 
internal management system capable of generating a management data file (see Fig. 1 
and col. 8, lines 5-51 ; col. 34, lines 55 - 61); and an external management system 
(consumer computer), wherein the internal management subsystem is capable of 
pushing the management data file and a metadata file to the external management 
system and the external management system is capable of processing data in the 
management data file in accordance with the metadata file (See Fig. 1 and col. 8, lines 
5 -51 , col. 31 , lines 22 - 48, col. 29, lines 62 -64; submission or created forms at the 
consumer to provider). In response to the argument that there is no indication in Reed 
"that the consumer computer functions as an external management system that would 
process data in the management file in accordance with the metadata file for managing 
the provider computer ", these limitations are not recited in claim 27. Although the 
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claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are 
not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993). 



25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Sahera Halim 
Patent Examiner 
AU : 2157 

January 1 7, 2005 



Conclusion 




